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America has by far the best news coverage in the world. Our press and radio, however, must concentrate on high-speed dispatches, often omitting the great spiritual factors which motivate the 
news. And unfortunateiy much reporting is under the pressures of narrcw provincialism and our traditional prejudices. Thus rolitical fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism frequently 
threaten to displace sound democratic practice and a rational defense system. Between The Lines seeks to provide greater insight by presenting selected reports, research analyses, and forecasts 
drawn from the most authoritative sources. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only through the Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avcid the violent changes inherent in war and in 


communism and thus move forward out of the tribalism of man towards the brotherhood of the Kingdcm of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





Economics — Swing High, Swing Low 


The contradictory picture of the American economy continues to 
become even more contradictory. Although unemployment still remains 
distressingly high after the recent recession, it has now been disclosed 
that the American family income last year reached an all-time peak, both 
in terms of dollars and in terms of real purchasing power. People were 
able to buy more food, more clothing, shelter, conveniences, recreation, 
education than ever before, despite the unemployment and higher prices. 








The Dept. of Commerce reports 
that the upper 56 million U.S. fam- 
ilies averaged $6900 in income. This 
high figure derives from the fact 
that many families had more than 
One wage-earner—a major phe- 
nomena of modern life, as mom 
goes to work outside the home. This 
is a three per cent boost over 1959 
and about seven per cent above 
1958. 


Most economists now believe we 
are heading for a substantial in- 
crease in consumer purchasing 
which will reflect better business 
conditions for the months ahead. 
Since 1945 the number of families 
in the U.S. has increased 29 per 
cent and income per family has 
risen 21 per cent. Since 1929 the 
number of families has increased 
55 per cent, with the real income 
per family up 65 per cent. We are 
on a high peak, but as with all 
mountain climbing there are some 
deep and dangerous crevasses all 
around us. 

Economists now feel that our 
immediate economic future hinges 
on what happens to prices and 
wages. There is a rumble of warn- 
ing in the announcement of another 
rise in steel prices next October. 
This will be an irresponsible and 
selfish move on the part of big 
steel management—only to be 
matched by the shortsightedness of 
the steel labor union chiefs. 


In 1959 many friends of labor 
fervently hoped that the steel union 
leaders would use the occasion of 
contract renewals to demand that 
steel management lower prices, pro- 
vided the steel workers agreed to 
hold the line in wages. Steel profits 
were the highest on record, thou- 
sands of businesses that use steel 
were being hurt by the exorbitant 


steel prices — so much so that some 
(continued second col., NEXT page) 





“What Can I Do?”’ 


A prominent editor commented 
recently, “The letters-to-the-editor 
column is a gigantic multi-billion 
dollar public platform . . . . But 
it is discouraging that too few 
thoughtful readers with something 
worth saying take advantage of this 
platform. Why don’t they use it 
more often?” 

Surveys repeatedly show that the 
letters-to-the-editor columns are 
among the best read features in 
any newspaper. It is the best op- 
portunity the citizen has to reach 
a wide audience. 


When writing to your newspaper, 
write legibly with ink or preferably 
use a typewriter. Deal with only 
one current topic in a letter. Be 
clear and concise. Don’t limit your 
letter just to criticism, but include 
a constructive suggestion. Avoid 
violent language. Be factual, spe- 
cific and accurate and try to put 
the record straight on questions 
which may have been distorted in 
the news. Always sign your name 
and address, even if you ask that 
your name not to be published. 


More detailed directions will be 
found in a useful pamphlet titled 
How To Write A Letter To The 
Editor, published by the Friends 
Committee on National Legislation, 
245 Second St., N.E., Washington 
2, D. C. It may be obtained for 2¢ 


plus a stamped self-addressed envelope. (Spe- 
cial rates for quantity orders.) 


FROM AFRICA 


In our next issue, watch for 
Mr. Wells’ report from Liberia, 
Nigeria, Ghana. Later reports 
will come from the Congo, South 
Africa, Tanganyika, and Kenya, 
where he will be renewing old 
contacts and making new ones 
for Between The Lines. 














X-Ray and Forecast 


ESUS TAUGHT THAT TO DO GOOD was the greatest power, 

greater indeed than violence. And the early Christians — most of 
them poor, illiterate and often of the slave class — blazed forth with this 
revelation swiftly to establish themselves as a major force in the world. 
Then Christians became rich and influential, the church adorned and pow- 
erful. After that, Christians often resorted to violence, rather than depend 
upon goodness to guard their wealth and privileges. 

And so it has been until the atomic age, when man’s capacity to 
hate and to destroy, to love and to do good, suddenly reached unlimited 
dimensions. Now we are being forced to rediscover the power of doing 
good. And who has forced this upon us? The Prince of Beelzebub, lead- 
ing a national political system that prides itself in atheism and material- 
ism! One of the greatest ironies of history is that the Christian world is 
being forced to rediscover its own chief resource — the conquering power 
of doing good. We have even used the term “do-gooders” as a slur. 
Meanwhile, the Communists turn from armed might to a vast system 
of economic assistance as a means of conquest. Khrushchev himself, 
while visiting this country, boldly stated that Christians should under- 
stand what Communists are after “for we are trying to do what Jesus 
taught.” 





WAR ALARUMS Vs. UNDERSTANDING 


HE danger of war seems to be growing. Why? Because of Russian 

behavior? That’s only part of it; also because the American public 
is in many ways so poorly informed and understands so little of the true 
nature of the stresses in international life, that our own fears and frustra- 
tions become a major contributory factor in the building up for war. 
We, as well as the Russians, are creating conditions that can soon make 
war unavoidable. 

AT THE BASE of much of our trouble lies a simple human trait 
— that an inferiority complex enforced upon an individual or on a nation 
usually results in an unwholesome superiority complex. The humiliation 
of the Germans by the Versailles Treaty contributed greatly to the arro- 
gant extremes of Hitlerism; the humiliation of the Japanese people by 
the U.S. Japanese Exclusion Act after Worid War | and the abashment 
of the Japanese delegation at the London World Economic Conference 
in 1931, and other similar events, resulted in the rise of Japanese militar- 
ism — and Pearl Harbor. As this Newsletter forecast many months ago, 
we should have been warned, by these memories, of difficult days ahead 
with the Soviet leaders. 

THE RUSSIANS WERE COWED for years by the U.S. monop- 
oly of the atom bomb and by the scores of U.S. bombing bases built 
along the Soviet frontiers to implement our “containment” policy. (Note 
the U.S. alarm over the remote possibility of a Russian military base in 
Cuba — and we have a glimpse of the Russian state of mind.) 

NOW THAT THE RUSSIANS HAVE CAUGHT UP with us 
on atomic arms, have dramatically forged ahead in some branches of 
scientific exploration, the swaggering Khrushchev is possessed of an in- 
ordinate determination to achieve the following: 

@ To establish Russia’s position as equal or superior to the U.S. 
in political prestige and leadership. 

@ To establish an acceptance of Russia and the Communist bloc 
of nations as more than equal in prestige and power alongside the West- 
ern-oriented bloc of free capitalist nations. 

@ To demand that the Communist bloc be represented as equals 
in all international gatherings. Thus the Russians and a few scattered 
delegates from other Red areas would no longer sit as a minority at the 

(continued first col., NEXT page) 





X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


international conferences where the Free West — flanked by sympathetic 
neutrals — predominates. Khrushchev now demands equal representation 
for the Communist bloc, plus separate and equal representation for the 
neutrals (with pro-Communist “neutrals” as numerous as pro-West “neu- 
trals’”) — with the U.S. and its allies as the third group. 

BY THIS MEANS Khrushchev hopes the Soviet can dominate 
international decisions or that, when the Reds cannot dominate, they 
could render the gatherings ineffectual. This tactic, which seems so arro- 
gant to the American mind, has throttled progress at the Geneva Atom 
Test Ban Conference and the Geneva Laos Cease-Fire Conference. Add 
to this the Communist drives in Laos and Cuba, which are being labeled 
as Russian-directed in our press, and you have Khrushchev pictured as 
a hell-bent-for-conquest bully with war at his elbow. 

(Khrushchev is also demanding unanimity in decisions by these 
three-party international gatherings, which is tantamount to a veto. This 
is not just because of Moscow’s desire to block the U.S., but rather to 
prepare for the day when Red China, the largest nation of color, will be 
dominant among the many neutral nations of color in Asia and Africa. 
Top observers likewise believe it is pressure from Red China that forces 
Moscow to stall on the atom bomb ban agreements, for the Chinese will 
soon be wanting to test their own atomic arsenal. It is also believed that 
Red China, not Russia, dominates the war in Laos.) 


THE OTHER SIDE OF THE PICTURE 


ONE of this, or all of it put together, should necessarily increase 
N the danger of war. The U.S. must rally its allies to more active and 
constructive counter measures against Communist probes; we must re- 
store the UN to its place of pre-eminence as the testing ground and bat- 
tleground for diplomatic conflicts. Several times in past months, we have 
seen the nations of the world rally in the UN to support freedom and 
justice. The only way the U.S. can gain leverage against the Soviet, with- 
out increasing war tensions between the two powers, is through the United 
Nations. 


THERE’S NO TALK OF WAR IN RUSSIA. There is much 
new national pride, much talk in the Soviet press about “getting tough 
with the West,” but no intimations about war. The Kremlin doesn’t dare 
talk about war, for the Russian people have just begun to gain a decent 
living standard after suffering terribly from World War II. If they thought 
war were coming, utter despair and futility would seriously affect indus- 
trial production — and economic progress the Kremlin must have. 


THE TRUTH IS that, if Khrushchev really sought new conquests, 
there are other far richer prizes than Cuba and Laos, prizes lying right 
at his feet which could be had for the taking. With little effort he could, 
for instance, topple the corrupt Government of Iran and, in so doing, 
outflank the highly important U.S. military alliance in Turkey, smashing 
open a wide door for Russia into the rich and strategic Mideast. Not 
only has Iran no army of consequence but the Government is unspeak- 
ably corrupt and the people on the verge of riotous rebellion. The Iranian 
Communists could readily seize power. Bordering on the Soviet frontier, 
Iran has long been coveted by the Kremlin. Immediately after World War 
Il, Stalin did move his troops into Iran but since only the U.S. had the 
atom bomb, Stalin grudgingly complied when Truman demanded that 
the Russian troops be removed. 


AFGANISTAN and IRAQ are ripe for a Communist seizure — 
Thailand is becoming unsteady . . . . If Khrushchev were seeking ag- 
gressive action, there are many spots more opportune than Cuba or Laos 
which he could exploit. 


THE BIG REASON the Kremlin does not make capital out of 
these opportunities is that the Russians no longer feel that they need to 
risk war to win new areas for communism. The Kremlin preaches this 
continually. Nearly all experts on Soviet affairs of scholarship rank believe 
that this is now a basic tenet of the Kremlin — that the disintegration of 
world capitalism is inevitable and the eventual triumph of communism is 
a certainty. Thus war is unnecessary. 


THE OPTIMISTIC CONVICTION of Between The Lines, that 
the Kremlin has no intention of using its military power for Communist 
expansion, is supported by top authority on the Soviet, George Kennan, 
in his new book Russia and the West (Atlantic-Little, Brown). The author 
explains how Khrushchev’s policy is now aimed almost entirely at taking 
advantage of situations where the West has shown weakness and a lack 
of wisdom. (Mr. Kennan’s words have special weight because, as former 
high official of the State Dept., he is credited with the creation of the 
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Economics (continued) 


steel users, like American Can 
Corp., ran full page ads in metro- 
politan dailies suggesting that big 
steel lower prices. Big steel and big 
labor, however, after months of bit- 
ter quarreling during the long steel 
strike, dodged a settlement of the 
major issue that needed to be solved 
regarding the work policies which 
are related to automation. Instead 
they made a deal for wage increases 
to be compensated by higher prices 
as soon as it was judged that the 
public would stand for it. 


The facts are that steel manage- 
ment and the steel union neatly 
connived to prosper mightily at the 
expense of everybody else. Steel had 
earned the greatest profits in its his- 
tory. The Senate findings show that 
the profit on steel per ton jumped 
from $6.80 in 1952 to $17.91 in 
1957 —a boost of 250 per cent. 
The Senate investigations revealed: 
that each price boost was excused 
as necessary to meet higher wages; 
that each increase was nearly dou- 
ble the amount actually required to 
meet each wage boost. 

This pattern of exploiting the 
general welfare for the benefit of 
one industry has become so out- 
standingly unfair that, during the 
past year, big steel continued to 
make record profits while operating 
at about 50 per cent capacity! Not 
one little businessman in a thou- 
sand— nearly all of whom buy 
steel products of one kind or an- 
other —can equal that record. 

So if steel raises prices in Octo- 
ber as already suggested, a further 
scramble for higher wages, higher 
profits and increased inflation will 
ensue — gnawing away at the vitals 
of our economic life. 





Alcoholics in the U.S. are esti- 
mated to number between five and 
eight million, with about a fifth of 
them women. The rate of alcohol- 
ism in the U.S. is estimated to be 
much greater than in any major 
nation except France. 


New Foreign Aid Plan 


Epochal changes in the foreign 
aid program, which are urged by 
President Kennedy, are now major 
public issues. Much will depend 
upon the support of an informed 
public. 

The new concept emphasizes that 
Foreign Aid: 

(1) Should not just be an annex 
of our defense program but should 
be looked upon as a moral, eco- 
nomic and political obligation im- 
posed on all industrially advanced 
free countries to help the impover- 
ished peoples of the globe break 
the bonds of mass misery and en- 
roll them in the cause of freedom 
and democracy. 


(2) Requires a new partnership 
between the advanced free nations. 
Each must share the burden in pro- 
portion to its resources. The sug- 
gested proportion is one per cent 
of each nation’s gross product. 

(3) Should obligate the aided 
countries to assume a_ reciprocal 
responsibility to help themselves. 
They must organize and mobilize 
their own resources in carefully 
planned development programs. 

(4) Should impose upon the re- 
cipients the obligation to promote 
social justice through political, so- 
cial and economic reform, so that 
the results from the aid will benefit 
the common people, not just the 
few of the privileged class. Failure 
at this point in the past has sabo- 
taged most of our military-mo- 
tivated aid programs. The countries 
which will cooperate with these re- 
forms will get prompt and full 
cooperation. 

Under the new plan, President 
Kennedy has urged Congress with 
even greater emphasis than did 
President Eisenhower to separate 
our economic aid from our military 
aid and to put the cost of what is 
really part of our defense structure 
where it belongs—in the defense 
budget. 

To carry out this large task, the 
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X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


U.S. containment policy. He was until recently head of Russian studies 
at the Institute of Advanced Studies in Princeton and is our present Ambas- 
sador to Yugoslavia.) 


While the revolutionaries of Stalin’s day, reminds Mr. Kennan, 
were prepared to blast through any barriers to promote Communist ex- 
pansion and crush all resistance, the Khrushchev method is one of seek- 
ing advantage where there is weakness, implementing the “Kremlin’s new 
dynamic thesis that the death of capitalism and the worldwide acceptance 
of communism is inevitable.” (Walter Lippmann, in reporting his recent 
interviews with Khrushchev, also emphasized that obviously the Russians 
no longer feel they need to use their own armies to win new areas.) 

THE DIFFERENCES between Stalin’s Russia and Khrushchev’s 
Russia are outlined by Mr. Kennan. He warns against those who “seem 
afraid to admit to themselves or others that Stalin is really dead.” (Those 
who say communism hasn’t changed.) He points out the many important 
changes which have occurred since Stalin’s death: 

@ The great reduction of the power role of the political police. 

@ The growing realization among Kremlin leaders that no fac- 
tion of the party can stay in power without a large degree of popular 
support. While the party can still hold the populace down with machine 
guns, the bosses must keep economic production advancing — or face 
disaster. Production gains depend on the support and cooperation of the 
Russian workers; if the people become fearful or discontented, production 
slumps. 

@ The beginnings of a “rudimentary parliamentarianism within 
the workings of the Communist party.” Stalin executed those who opposed 
him; Khrushchev maneuvers them out of power by securing a majority 
vote for his position. Then he banishes them to minor posts, which is 
far different from Stalin’s secret death warrants issued in the small hours 
of the morning. 

@ Soviet policy is being forced toward a greater preoccupation 
with internal and defensive problems within Russia, reports Mr. Kennan. 
The mounting unsolved problems in agriculture, the growing intellectual 
and student resistance against party controls, and the increasing anti- 
Russian sentiments among the satellite states, all increasingly occupy the 
Kremlin’s attention. Moreover, the Soviet regime now has alongside it, 
within its own Communist community, one great association (Red China) 
to whom its relationship is partly that of ally, partly that of bitter rival. 

KENNAN WARNS that we can no longer seek absolutes in world 
affairs: absolute security, absolute amity, absolute harmony. The U. S. 
military policy, he holds, cannot attain absolute security, and absolute 
weapons dominance over the Soviet is now impossible. “Our foremost 
aim today should be to keep the world physically intact in an age when 
men have acquired for the first time the means for destroying it,” while 
mankind pushes on towards greater political and moral maturity which 
will enable him to survive and become the master of those forces that 
now threaten to destroy him. 

Others of the most highly regarded Soviet observers who share the Kennan view in- 


clude Charles Bohlen, specialist in Soviet affairs to the White House and State Dept., Edward 
Crankshaw, Harrison Salisbury. 


SCIENCE VS. MILITARISM 


NOTHER VOICE speaking in the same vein is that of the world 

renowned physicist, Leo Szilard, whose views come into fresh focus 
with the publishing of a work of fiction The Voice of the Dolphins — 
and Other Stories (Simon and Schuster). These satirical narratives lay 
bare the fallacy of the thinking now prevailing among those scientists who 
are serving the military and who have been brainwashed by the military 
viewpoint. Like his contemporaries at the highest level of scientific achieve- 
ment, including such men as Hans Bethe, Niels Bohr, Robert Oppenheimer, 
Herman Muller, Max Born and others, Szilard breaks sharply with the 
scientists who serve in the military and semi-military institutions, most of 
whom are operating under the assumption that atomic war is inevitable. 
He charges them with ignoring the many modifying changes taking place 
in Russia and the tempering influences time always has on any revolu- 
tionary movement. 

THE HIGHEST RANKING PHYSICISTS, like Szilard, likewise 
charge the military scientists with permitting themselves to be deceived 
about the true nature of atomic war. These top men all believe that no 
means of Civil Defense can be instituted which will be even reasonably 
adequate against atomic attack. They do not believe that atomic war can 
be neatly packaged and made endurable as the military theorists claim. 
Szilard charges that scientists who are accepting the military premise that 
war is unavoidable and who are working on the half-way measures of 
Civil Defense and “controlling atomic arms,” rather than on approaches to 
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Foreign Aid Plan 


President calls for a new single 
agency under one top administrator 
who would consolidate all the pres- 
ent programs, eliminate waste, con- 
fusion and delay, streamlining the 
organization from the Washington 
center to every team in the farthest 
field. 


The success of this program de- 
pends upon replacing the present 
short-term aid, voted annually by 
Congress, with the long-term pro- 
grams which alone can lead to the 
establishment of self-sustaining eco- 
nomies. The aid would be put on a 
more business-like basis, by replac- 
ing as far as possible outright grants 
with long-term low interest loans. 
For that purpose the President has 
asked that the new agency borrow 
from the Treasury up to $7.3 bil- 
lion for the next five years. 


(cont.) 


The cries arising in many quar- 
ters that “we can’t afford to con- 
tinue Foreign Aid,” and the smear 
tactics that brand all aid as “give- 
aways” must wither under this new 
approach. In the first place, the 
question here is not of “give-away” 
programs. Foreign Aid can be good 
international capitalistic banking at 
profitable interest rates. The World 
Bank, operating under the United 
Nations, has loaned billions of dol- 
lars with almost no losses and with 
profitable returns. Not only have 
these billions been loaned to im- 
prove conditions and life for hun- 
dreds of millions of people, but the 
World Bank leaders have been 
highly successful as diplomats in 
winning cooperation of statesmen 
and governments in joint projects 
that involve resources of neighbor- 
ing powers, after years of quarrel- 
ing over these same problems. 


Another constructive advance in 
Foreign Aid is in the new propos- 
als for the use of our farm sur- 
pluses. After years of agitation that 
something be done about the U.S. 
food surplus in terms of Food-for- 
Peace, Congress will be asked to 
support plans to use food surplus 
as wages in Foreign Aid projects. 
The Government’s stocks of food 
would take the place of currency 
in the payment of wages for work- 
ers on development projects in 
needy areas of the globe. In the 
building of roads and drain ditches, 
irrigation canals, housing and school 
construction, sanitation work, much 
hand labor is required. Food is the 
most needful thing in all these areas 
and workers would welcome part 
of their wages in food. 
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*‘Wastelands”’ of TV 


Broadcasting circles are in a tur- 
moil over demands by many influen- 
tial voices in education, religion and 
the press that the “wastelands” of 
TV be cleaned up. 


The TV industry has been par- 
ticularly stung by the implied threat 
of the new chairman of the Federal 
Communications Commission, New- 
ton Minow, that broadcasters’ li- 
censes might be cancelled unless the 
quality and veracity of TV programs 
were improved. (The Minow at- 
titude contrasts sharply with indif- 
ference and inefficiency of previous 
FCC officials who even bragged 
that they seldom watched the TV 
shows and who accepted favors and 
gifts from the TV corporations they 
were supposed to regulate. More- 
over, not a few accepted fat legal 
jobs in TV companies after their 
tenure of office was over.) 

The broadcasting chains have in- 
dicated that they are preparing to 
defend the industry with propaganda 
campaigns claiming: That it is un- 
American for the FCC regulatory 
commissioners to police the air 
waves, that any Government polic- 
ing is socialism. That free enter- 
prise in the air includes the right 
for TV corporations to present any 
program they choose, irrespective 
of moral or cultural influences — 
as long as the public accepts the 
broadcasts, as with any other prod- 
uct the public consumes. That the 
Government officials do not under- 
stand the “economics of broadcast- 
ing.” 

FCC spokesmen have asserted 
that over one billion dollars is spent 
on TV advertising with a clear 
profit of $222 million or nearly 20 
per cent profit on the investment of 
the broadcast chains. That is much 
more than the average businessman 
is able to earn on his investments. 


Those in the TV industry who 
admit its shortcomings blame the 
real source of evil on the system it- 
self whereby the advertising spon- 
sors are able to dictate the kind of 
programs that are presented. By 
contrast, the British broadcasters 
set up their programs in terms of 
what they feel creates a good TV 
product and then sell space or bits 
of time on the program for adver- 
tising — just as newspapers sell 
space on the printed page without 
giving the advertiser any oppor- 
tunity to dictate the contents of the 
rest of the page. Under the Amer- 
ican system the sponsor has com- 
plete control over his own program 
and usually has but one thing in 
mind, how to get the biggest au- 
dience and sell the most goods, no 
matter what the nature of the pro- 
gram may be. 


Many ask, “What can the aver- 


age viewer in the home do about 
(continued second col., NEXT page) 





X-Ray and Foreceast = (continued) 


total disarmament, are betraying their gifts and dedication as scientists. 
Mr. Szilard has spent many days in face-to-face discussions with leading 
Soviet scientists who are close to the Kremlin. He is convinced that, if the 
U.S. scientists associated with the Pentagon’s institutions should free them- 
selves from the mesmerism of military thinking, an accord could be estab- 
lished with the Russian scientists which could, with the aid of world opinion, 
move the politicians and military on both sides of the Iron Curtain to much 
higher ground of cooperation for disarmament. 

An example of the military domination of the scientists they em- 
ploy is found in the recent break between the Pentagon and Johns Hop- 
kins University. For years Johns Hopkins conducted the Operations Re- 
search Office in which a wide variety of study projects have been under- 
taken. Spokesmen for the University stated that the dissolution of this 
relationship was over “ethical differences” that had developed between 
the military and the University and “differences in interpretation” of the 
research findings. 

THE MILITARY, in other words, took the results of the research 
projects and fitted these findings to their own concepts which were often 
contrary to the views of those who did the research! The Pentagon had 
been unable to reshape the thinking of the scientists they employed who 
remained in the University environment —as they have been able to 
remold (if brainwash is too strong a word) the minds of some researchers 
who are employed at such institutions as Rand Corp. and elsewhere which 
are entirely directed and financed by the military establishments. (N.Y. 
Times, May 3.) 

We recognize that modern defense requires much research in 
logistics, weapons development, weapons costs, just as we recognize the 
need for a rational defense system in a lawless world. But should this re- 
search be used to close the doors to peace in the public mind? 


BERLIN NEXT 


HE Berlin crisis is expected to flare again soon. There is a strange 

analogy between the Eichmann trial in Israel and the Berlin crisis. 
The long drawn-out Jerusalem courtroom extravaganza has compelled 
the world to review the extermination of six million Jews by the Nazi re- 
gime. Yet we ignore the fact that, at the same time, the Russian people 
have also been forcibly reminded that over 17 million Russians perished 
as a result of the invasion of their homeland by the same Nazis. After 
post-war agreements to keep the Germans disarmed “forever” — the U.S. 
military has made the rearming of the West Germany, which comprises 
75 per cent of Germany, the basis of our European defense. How can 
we expect the Russian people to accept the vision of a rearmed Germany 
with equanimity so soon after the Nazi slaughterings? Especially when 
we add atomic missiles to their arsenal. No Russian, remembering the 
suffering of World War II, can view without dismay and fright the pros- 
pects of a rearmed West Germany bristling with missiles aimed at the 
Russian population centers. 


The Eichmann trial has brought to light that, in the U.S.-supported 
West German Adenauer Government, out of 17 Cabinet members and 
high officials, no less than 12 were once Nazi of rank; that 84 per cent of 
the ambassadors and leading diplomats in the Bonn foreign office formerly 
helped to prepare Hitler’s war; that the same I.G. Farben industries, which 
supplied Eichmann with “zyklon B gas” for “the solution of the Jewish 
question,” again dominate German industry; that Hans Globke, the legal 
initiator of the annihilation of the Jews, is Adenauer’s right-hand man 
today in the Bonn Government. These revelations are publicized in the 
Communist press but are being hushed here in the U.S. There have been 
no denials of these charges, however, in either the U.S. or West German 
press — charges that weigh heavily on the judgment of the world. 


THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE SELDOM TOLD that the re- 
current Berlin crises arise chiefly from the threat of U.S. atom missiles 
in West Germany. West Berlin serves as a picture window of capitalistic 
prosperity in the face of the dull privations of Red East Germany and 
also provides a ready avenue of escape for East German refugees — but 
these are minor factors compared to the missile threat. If West Germany 
is armed with atomic missiles, the Soviet must put missiles in East Ger- 
many. With West Berlin 100 miles inside East Germany, U.S. occupation 
forces would have a rooftop view of the retaliatory Soviet efforts. This is 
the real cause of trouble over West Berlin. (Washington Post, Oct. 7, 60; 
Reuters dispatch in N. Y. Herald-Trib., Oct. 19, °60; N. Y. Times, Nov. 
4, 60.) 

WHAT WILL HAPPEN? Khrushchev will probably — after a 
great deal of huffing and puffing — sign a separate “peace treaty” with 
Communist East Germany, to force upon the West a recognition of the 


*‘Wastelands’”’ of TV 


corruption on TV? Does it pay to 
write to the station management? 
Does it pay to write to the net- 
work?” The answer to both is “No.” 
The letters should go to the spon- 
sor, the man who pays the bill. 
When the sponsor discovers that he 
has displeased a viewer and may 
lose a customer because of some- 
thing offensive in his program, he 
will be quickly worried by your let- 
ter. TV men report that 14 unhappy 
letters a day recently stopped a 
nationwide program! A South Bend, 


(continued) 


Indiana, reader wrote such a letter 
of protest to the Dow Chemical 
Company and received a reply from 
an executive saying, “I am sure you 
will be glad to hear that the little 
girl you disapproved of in our com- 
mercials has been eliminated. A 
number of other housewives have 
written to voice complaints similar 
to yours. We greatly appreciate 
these letters; they help us to do the 
very best advertising job for you.” 

So the next time you don’t like 
something on TV, write that letter! 





X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


“independent” East German state and to start the strangulation of West 
Berlin by the East German Government... while the Soviet poses as an 
innocent bystander! This will be denounced by the West as an illegal 
violation of the occupation rights and obligations agreed to by the Soviet 
Union at the end of the war. But these steps should not justify the use 
of force by the Western powers, although our hotheads and extremists 
will demand it. 


IF AND AS the East Germans start to throttle the traffic supply- 
ing the city, the whole situation should be brought before the UN. With- 
out doubt the UN would support the freedom of West Berlin, probably 
placing the city under the UN’s protection. This would be a genuine vic- 
tory for the West, against which Moscow would rave in vain as Khrush- 
chev did against the UN’s protection over the Congo. In final analysis, 
the UN supervision of the Congo has been remarkably successful in 
keeping the big power quarrels from engulfing the Congo, while the in- 
experienced Congolese slowly find their way to a united self rule. The 
tactic of those Americans who assume war to be inevitable is to ignore 
the UN instead of encouraging its support. Few of these people would 
admit that they want war —-although some covertly preach preventive 
war. But to ignore the need for support of international authority is, 
by the very act, to make war inevitable. 


TO SUM UP 


AR with Russia is not pressing closer, nor is it inevitable. But if 

the American people are sold the Russia-war idea, then we will act 
in a manner, and our Government will proceed with military and political 
moves, that will make such a war inevitable. That is the greatest danger. 
The Communists certainly intend to conquer the world; but to avoid their 
own destruction they are committed to conquest by economic aggression 
and political infiltration where our own failures and historic conditions 
have created economic and political vacuums. Native guerrilla warfare 
and internal civil strife —as in Laos and Cuba —will be used by the 
Reds to this end. But we must not drain our resources in a hysteria of 
big-scale, big-caliber war-making aimed at Russia. We must make a heroic 
effort to meet the Communist thrust on the economic and political front 
far beyond our half-hearted efforts in the past. To fail here will forever 
shame us in history, for our resources and wealth still tower above those 
of all other nations or combination of nations. 

WE BELIEVE PRESIDENT KENNEDY is working towards 
these ends as far as political limitations permit. As he endeavors to keep 
pace with the costly missile race, to deter any possibility of Soviet atomic 
attack, he has, however, announced that the U.S. will not resume atomic 
testing, despite the clamor to do so. The President is also quietly planning 
considerable curtailment of military spending in certain areas of the defense 
program which are obsolete, though still favored by the high brass. With 
these economies and additional funds, he is seeking to greatly strengthen 
our foreign aid-loan effort which is by far our most important defense, 
but here he is facing the determined resistance of the ultra conservative 
groups in and out of Congress who preach war with Russia continually. 
And, ironically, most of the foreign aid can and should be in the form of 
loans, after the profitable and successful formula of the World Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, a UN subsidiary. 

SELDOM HAS THERE BEEN A TIME when it was more 
necessary for the informed citizen to express his convictions to those who 
represent him in the Government. When did you last write to your Sen- 


ator and Congressman? 





